STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re Fair Hearing No. 20,131

)
)
Appeal of )

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals the decisions by the Departnent
for Children and Fam |ies, Economi c Services termnating his
ol der son's eligibility for Medicaid under the Dr. Dynasaur
program and finding himand his older son ineligible for
VHAP. The issue is whether either of themis categorically

and/or financially eligible for any of these benefits.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner lives with his two children. His
ol der son is a high school student who turned eighteen in
January 2006. Prior to January 1, 2006 the petitioner
recei ved VHAP benefits with a nonthly prem um of $50 and his
children were both eligible for Dr. Dynasaur coverage.

2. The petitioner and his ol der son are both enpl oyed.
Based on information provided by the petitioner when his case
was reviewed in Decenber 2005, the Departnment determ ned the
gross famly income to be $2,482.51 a nonth. After allow ng

a $90 standard disregard, the Departnment determined their
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countabl e income to be $2,392 a nonth. At a hearing held on
April 21, 2006, the petitioner did not dispute the
Departnment’'s conputation of his and his son's incones.

3. In a decision dated Decenber 21, 2005, the
Department notified the petitioner of the follow ng actions
in his case:

a. Effective January 31, 2006, his older son would no
| onger be eligible for Dr. Dynasaur coverage because he woul d
turn ei ghteen on January 19, 2006.

b. Effective January 1, 2006, his younger child would
remain eligible for Dr. Dynasaur coverage.

c. Effective January 1, 2006, the petitioner would
continue to be financially eligible for VHAP coverage, but
subject to a nonthly prem um of $75.

d. As of February 1, 2006 his ol der son would not be
financially eligible for VHAP based on the famly's incone.

4. The petitioner filed an appeal on January 10, 2006.
H s older son's eligibility for Dr. Dynasaur has continued
pendi ng the appeal. The petitioner's VHAP has been
term nat ed because he did not pay his prem um since January

2006.
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ORDER

The Departnent's decision is affirned.

REASONS

Under the Departnment's regulations a child is eligible
for the Dr. Dynasaur programonly until the end of the nonth
in which he turns eighteen. WA M 8 3001.82. For VHAP
adul ts and hi gh school students under age twenty-one are
categorically eligible. WA M 88 4001.1 & 4001.6. However
parents and all children under twenty-one who |live together
nmust be included in a "VHAP group” in determning the
financial eligibility of any individual in that group.

WA M § 4001. 8.

I ndi viduals with group incone |ess than 150 percent of
poverty are financially eligible for VHAP. WA M 8§ 4001. 84.
However, "uninsured parents and caretaker rel atives having
dependent children"” are financially eligible for VHAP if
their group incone is below 185 percent of poverty. As of
January 1, 2006, for a three-person household, 150 percent of
poverty was $2,082 a nonth, and 185 percent was $2, 567.
Procedures Manual § P-2420B.

The "program fee”, or premiumfor an individual wth

househol d i ncone between 150 percent and 185 percent of
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poverty was $75 a nonth. WA M § 4001.91. Nonpaynent of
the required fee by the billing deadline results in
term nation of coverage. Id.

Apply the above provisions to the undisputed facts in
the petitioner's case (supra), there is no question that his
ol der child ceased to be eligible for Dr. Dynasaur benefits
as of January 31, 2006. Based on the petitioner's three-
person VHAP group's inconme of $2,392, the petitioner's son
was ineligible for VHAP because the group's incone exceeded
t he 150 percent-of-poverty threshold of $2,082 applicable to
non-parents in the household. The petitioner was financially
eligible for VHAP as an "uninsured parent" because the
group's incone was bel ow the 185 percent-of-poverty threshold
of $2,567 for those individuals. However, inasnuch as the
petitioner failed to pay his programfee, he too was
ineligible for VHAP

The petitioner should be advised of two inportant
points. One is that he can reapply for VHAP, and if he is
still financially eligible, he can receive benefits upon
tinmely paynent of his programfee. The other point is that
the petitioner's son can also be eligible for VHAP if the
famly's inconme is reduced, even voluntarily, below the 150

percent-of - poverty threshold, as set forth above.
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In the neantine, however, inasnmuch as the Departnent's
decisions in the matter were based upon an accurate
determ nation of the petitioner's famly incone and were in
accord with the applicable regulations, the Board is bound to
affirmthem 3 V.S A 8§ 3091(d), Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.

HHH



